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Andrew Yang running for President in 2020 brought two major issues to the fore, namely Universal Basic 
Income and digital monopolies. His solution or rather framing of the problem as one of “20" century solutions 
to 218 century problems”, referring to some calling to use the anti-trust laws on the books to reign in tech 
platforms, is simply wrong. It’s not that the digital age has spawned automation in itself. Automation has 
been around since the 1700s, to one degree or another. What is different this time is the monopolization of 
profits in the hands of a few. In other words, the people not only who work in tech but who also use tech are 
not benefiting from the profits. The monopolization of any industry is antithetical to an economically healthy 
society, but it is also the tendency of capitalism intrinsically. If you have an economy driven by profit above all 
else with little to no regulation, monopolies will naturally form, because it is easier to make money when you 
have it than when you're trying to get it. 


One conservative solution, driven as it is by a desire to deregulated and avoid government involvement, has 
been to repeal Section 230 of the Communications Decency Act of 1996. This section of the 96’ act is the 
reason you can’t sue twitter if you receive a death threat or flag child porn on their site. It makes platforms 
immune from lawsuits due to their nature as platforms, not publishers. Repeal Section 230 and you end up 
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with social media companies that can be sued for what anyone puts on their platform. However, it also 
means social media companies will be incentivized to engage in even more censorship to avoid lawsuits 
from lawyers smelling blood, meaning money. 


Americans’ rights are not protected on the internet. There is not a single lawmaker who understands 
this, let alone one making a serious effort to fix it beyond theatrical flexing on TV. Data is an extension 
of the self in the digital realm, there is no conversation about that. Bureaucrats do understand this but 
they have no incentive to rectify it. In fact, they have direct incentive to perpetuate the status quo. 


“AbOIisH SeCTiOn 230” is a distraction and does nothing to address this, nor does it address anti- 
competitive behavior and the oligopoly in Silicon Valley. Someone is barred by law from opening and 
reading your mail but they are not barred by law from reading your emails, texts, viewing your camera 
roll, storing that information and selling it. This is done every second of the day. And if you would like to 
engage with the modern world you must submit to those terms, despite them violating your rights 
granted by God. 


| don’t want to sue massive companies for censorship at my expense, | want a decentralized system 
where | am in control of my privacy, responsible for my speech, and my existence and private 
conversations are not for sale. The system in which we function today is digital slavery and should be 
framed as such. We are round the clock being stripped and taken advantage of by unaccountable 
mega corporations with O recourse apart from, “if you don't like it don’t engage in digital society.” We 
ought to be able to bank, travel, and communicate, while maintaining our rights and sovereignty. This 
was ratified by the Constitution in 1788. 


The solution is government regulation of these companies as utilities or to nationalize them. The solution is 
not the free market, the free market is the problem. 
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